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Art Unit: 3684 

DETAILED ACTION 

Introduction 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee 
set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicants submission filed on 1 
March 2010 has been entered. 

2. The following is a NON-FINAL Office Action in response to the communication 
received on 1 March 2010. Claims 1-3, 5-18, 20-25, 27-47, 49-62, 64-69, 71-84, 86-88, 
and 93-98 are now pending in this application. 

Response to Amendments 

3. Applicants Amendments to Claims 1-97 has been acknowledged in that: Claims 
1-2, 6, 16, 23-24, 45-46, 60, 67, 82, and 93-97 have been newly amended : NO 
Claims have been newly canceled ; Claim 98 has been newly added ; hence, as 
such, Claims 1-3, 5-18, 20-25, 27-47, 49-62, 64-69, 71-84, 86-88, and 93-98 are 
pending in this application . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-3, 5-18, 20-25, 27-47, 49-62, 64-69, 71-84, 86-88, and 93-98 are 

rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mahoney et al. (US Pat. 

No. 7,287,008), [hereinafter Mahoney] in view of Zandi (US Pat. No. 5,966,699), 

[hereinafter Zandi]. 

Referring to Claim 1 : Mahoney discloses a computer implemented method for 
[construction] loan administration, wherein the method is carried out, at least in part, 
using a system comprising a computer processor, the method comprising the steps of: 
registering, through the computer processor with the system for [construction] loan 
administration wherein at least one loan is identified and the at least one loan comprises 
an existing [construction] loan (Mahoney: Figures 1-2; Column 2, Lines 15-65); 
identifying one or more participants associated with the at least one loan to join the 
system for [construction] loan administration (Mahoney: Abstract; Figure 12; Column 1, 
Line 63-Column 3 Line 15); assigning, through the computer processor, one or more of 
privileges and roles to each of the one or more participants (Mahoney: Figures 11-12); 
managing the at least one loan via the computer processor of the system through an 
online interface wherein data associated with the at least one loan may be accessed 
and viewed according to user input (Mahoney: Figures 1-2; Column 2, Lines 25-58; 
Column 3, Lines 5-15; Column 5, Line 13-Column 6, Line 21); accessing, by the 
computer processor, loan data specific for the at least one loan wherein the loan data 
comprises budget summary data, wherein the budget summary data comprises a line 
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item budget and a disbursed amount (Mahoney: Figures 2-8; Column 2, Line 14- 
Column 4, Line 5); performing, by the computer processor, one or more actions 
concerning the at least one loan wherein the one or more actions submitting information 
to a receiving entity (Mahoney: Column 5, Line 53-Column 6, Line 21; Column 11, Line 
35-Column 12, Line 18); specifying, through the computer processor, one or more 
[triggering] events associated with the at least one loan (Mahoney: Column 1 , Line 67- 
Column 2, Line 67); specifying, through the computer processor, one or more contacts 
to be notified after an occurrence of the one or more [triggering] events (Mahoney: 
Column 1, Line 67-Column 2, Line 67); and specifying, through the computer processor, 
one or more preferred modes of notification for the one or more contacts at the 
occurrence of the one or more [triggering] events (Mahoney: Figures 9, 11-12; Column 
1, Line 67-Column 2, Line 67). 

Mahoney, however, does not expressly discuss a method for construction loan 
administration, a method wherein the one or more actions comprise at least submitting 
one or more draw requests, specifically utilize the term "trigger", or wherein the draw 
request are based on one or more stages of construction. 

Zandi, in a similar environment, shows a method for construction loan 
administration, a method wherein the one or more actions comprise at least submitting 
one or more draw requests, utilization of "trigger", or wherein the draw request are 
based on one or more stages of construction (Zandi: Figures 4-6; Column 2, Line 12- 
Column 3, Line 30; Column 5, Line 45-Column 8, Line 65; Column 9, Lines 48-65). 
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At the time of invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the system and method of Mahoney for loan organization and underwriting 
to allow the one or more actions to comprise at least submitting one or more draw 
requests with the features of Zandi for a system and method for conducting loan auction 
over computer network for the purposes of providing users varied methods of choices 
and financial models (Mahoney: Column 1, Line 63-Column 2, Line 11). 

Referring to Claim 2 : Mahoney teaches a method wherein the loan data further 
comprises one or more of insurance data, and interest data (Mahoney: Column 2, Line 
59-Column 3, Line 4; Column 8, Lines 55-64). 

Referring to Claim 3 : Mahoney discusses a method wherein the step of 
managing further comprises the step of: accessing, by the computer processor, 
collateral data associated with the at least one loan (Mahoney: Column 4, Line 65- 
Column 5, Line 12). 

Referring to Claim 5 : Mahoney discusses the limitations of Claim 1 . 

Mahoney, however, does not expressly teach a method wherein the one or more 
draw requests comprise line item draw requests. 

Zandi, in a similar environment, shows a method wherein the one or more draw 
requests comprise line item draw requests (Zandi: Figures 4-6; Column 2, Line 12- 
Column 3, Line 30; Column 5, Line 45-Column 8, Line 65). 

Referring to Claim 6 : Mahoney shows the limitations of Claim 1 . 
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Mahoney, however, does not expressly disclose a method wherein the one or 
more draw requests comprise unit draw requests for one or more of new starts and 
existing units. 

Zandi, in a similar environment, shows a method wherein the one or more draw 
requests comprise unit draw requests for one or more of new starts and existing units 
(Zandi: Figures 4-6; Column 2, Line 12-Column 3, Line 30; Column 5, Line 45-Column 
8, Line 65). 

Referring to Claim 7 : Claim 7 parallels the limitations of Claim 2. As such, Claim 
7 is rejected under the same basis as is Claim 2 as mentioned supra. 

Referring to Claim 8 : Mahoney discusses a method further comprising the step 
of: requesting, through the computer processor, one or more reports to be generated for 
the at least one loan based on one or more user defined specifics (Mahoney: Column 5, 
Lines 13-47; Column 12, Line 58-Column 13, Line 8). 

Referring to Claim 9 : Mahoney shows a method wherein the step of performing 
one or more actions comprises the step of: adding, through the computer processor, 
collateral data for at least one new collateral associated with the loan (Mahoney: 
Column 8, Lines 55-64). 

Referring to Claims 10-13 : Claims 10-13 reflect the limitations of Claim 3. As 
such, Claims 10-13 are rejected under the same basis as is Claim 3 as mentioned 
supra. 

Referring to Claim 14 : Mahoney discusses a method further comprising the step 
of: updating, through the computer processor, data associated with the at least one 
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loan; and importing, by the computer processor, the updated data to a receiving entity 
(Mahoney: Column 5, Line 53-Column 6, Line 21; Column 11, Line 35-Column 12, Line 
18). 

Referring to Claim 15 : Claim 15 parallels the limitations of Claims 3 and 1 1 . As 
such, Claim 15 is rejected under the same basis as are Claims 3 and 11 as mentioned 
supra. 

Referring to Claim 16 : Mahoney shows a method further comprising the step of: 
updating, through the computer processor, data associated with the at least one loan; 
specifying, through the computer processor, one or more filters to be applied to the 
updated data; and exporting, by the computer processor, the filtered updated data from 
the system for [construction] loan administration to a remote device (Mahoney: Figure 1 ; 
Column 5, Lines 13-65; Claims 1,18). 

Mahoney, however, does not expressly discuss a method for construction loan 
administration. 

Zandi, in a similar environment, shows a method for construction loan 
administration (Zandi: Figures 4-6; Column 2, Line 12-Column 3, Line 30; Column 9, 
Lines 48-65). 

Referring to Claim 17 : Claim 17 reflects the limitations of Claim 11. As such, 
Claim 17 is rejected under the same basis as is Claim 1 1 as mentioned supra. 

Referring to Claim 18 : Mahoney teaches a method wherein the remote device 
comprises one or more of a personal computer, personal digital assistant and wireless 
device (Mahoney: Figure 1; Column 5, Lines 13-66; Claims 1,18). 



Application/Control Number: 10/784,968 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3684 

Referring to Claim 20 : Claim 20 parallels the limitations of Claims 3 and 11. As 
such, Claim 20 is rejected under the same basis as are Claims 3 and 11 as mentioned 
supra. 

Referring to Claim 21 : Mahoney discusses a method wherein one or more 
documents may be shared simultaneously with the authorized one or more participants 
via a common online interface (Mahoney: Figures 1-2; Column 3, Lines 5-15). 

Referring to Claim 22 : Mahoney discloses a method wherein the receiving entity 
is a lender entity (Mahoney: Column 10, Lines 44-60). 

Referring to Claims 23-25. 27-35. 37-39. and 41-44 : Claims 23-25, 27-35, 37-39, 
and 41-44 are the system for the method of Claims 1-3, 7-13, 15-17, and 20-22. As 
such, Claims 23-25, 27-35, 37-39, and 41-44 are rejected under the same basis as are 
Claims 1-3, 7-13, 15-17, and 20-22 as mentioned supra. 

Referring to Claims 36, 58, and 60 : Claims 36, 58, and 60 reflect the limitations 
of Claim 14. Hence, Claims 36, 58, and 60 are rejected under the same basis as is 
Claim 14 as mentioned supra. 

Referring to Claims 40, 62, and 84 : Claims 40, 62, and 84 parallel the limitations 
of Claim 18. Hence, Claims 40, 62, and 84 are rejected under the same basis as is 
Claim 18 as mentioned supra. 

Referring to Claims 45-47. 49-57. 59-61, and 64-66 : Claims 45-47, 49-57, 59-61, 
and 64-66 teach methods which parallel the limitations of Claims 1-3, 7-13, 15-17, 20- 
25, 29-35, 37-39, and 41-44. As such, Claims 45-47, 49-57, 59-61, and 64-66 are 
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rejected under the same basis as are Claims 1-3, 7-13, 15-17, 20-25, 29-35, 37-39, and 
41-44 as mentioned supra. 

Referring to Claims 67-69, 71-79, 81-83, and 86-88 : Claims 67-69, 71-79, 81-83, 
and 86-88 are the system for the method of Claims 45-47, 51-57, 59-61 , and 64-66. As 
such, Claims 67-69, 71-79, 81-83, and 86-88 are rejected under the same basis as are 
Claims 45-47, 51-57, 59-61 , and 64-66 as mentioned supra. 

Referring to Claims 93-97 : Claims 93-97 are directed towards an article of 
manufacture, a computer readable medium, and a computer implemented system for 
the execution of the method of Claim 1. As such, Claims 93-97 are rejected under the 
same basis as is Claim 1 as mentioned supra. 

Referring to Claim 98 : Mahoney shows a method, wherein the trigger event 
comprises one or more of the draw request, a draw approval, or an interest rate change 
(Mahoney: Column 2, Line 59-Column 3, Line 4; Column 8, Lines 55-64). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicants arguments filed 1 March 2010 have been fully considered but have 
been found to be moot and non-persuasive in view of the new grounds of rejection. 



Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to BENJAMIN S. 
FIELDS at telephone number 571.272.9734. The examiner can normally be reached 
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MONDAY THRU FRI between the hours of 9AM and 7PM. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, KAMBIZ ABDI can 
be reached at 571.272.6702. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Benjamin S. Fields 
2 March 2010 



/Nga B. Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3684 



